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2.2. 13 fW«$R2004%3PlRTTRi HW’SM RtiItriRtRIR^^ 4R?lRdlTlf 

^TTT R TftR £dl TrR 3ft T# R TRIfTR TTT (Td TFjRT) TT, W Tt RdR TtT#?ftfR' N^RHR.JRfcRNtztR; 
TcfTR <Rhm Tt RPTF8JI 4f?eF % $?F 3PF1$IT R, T? S^T*! omMd> RPTF$d / RYlt^FIR> Fd M . ' J ,T> 3TePT yRdM UT^cTTR | 

3.i. WTftR^^.RdMR^w^TTfR'^fe+id3 RtRr^^irrt;3ttpt wriTWTTFTRTt 1wR 

w wI^tw %, w tR t# RrtFtt Ri witt tt tR RpM R; wir R; tptft ttRFtr RtRR to Ftttt tR" ttFIR; 

hint; 3Wtm/R#^^fcTT TERR ^3lfRlR^T^r^rT?R^rf^3ftTWTcPTR^cITt I 


3.2. 


3.3. 


RnFRFRtnR y'WM R (HHfclfed gisdlT^ RBTRt: 

(i) ^WTTiUdl MrIHTT#NT;^FTt3tT^irW4^t^:T)i^dl ItH%R fFRlfRnTN%#TTePTt I 

(ii) ^IT TO R fm fwfftrl tR TTSed W Rl feTR WftcT T# % ?RRd TTT T# t TTftR; RRR FRRrT 
RFTlR«ITfrTTNg3dtRFT£4l MtH R RdcW ^jlR / ^fT^IT3lf TT3T%T3I^n^?rTTr'?l''irrITt' I 

(iii) ^Rr^TRfq^TTTTR 1994 R R^iFIRt tR TT# Rf I RfR ^TT R NTcTFUcT, TTSelT WT R T#TT 

TldNId # ^RFd RTfT W (1200 t. R.) t, fR^ RTWT R#TR R; Wl'£41 TrR %T7f Rl (1200 

RF.7.) t, fwR •HIHKI *I>i1trR; WT^TTR#TRRFrR^F1RTTRTr3T^T#RWWTT I 

(iv) ^RT 4 tH R, RtR-RsisI, 4<THd 3Tk TEJWd Sc4|R rR% 3RRfclfwR ]() ^Rf R Wld4l4 eTFTTR 

3d^35#T^% T I#t#I'?4fRR^TIR^^^N^1^TR^^31TTRTTKlTN?RTT^t'nit I 


^lld) R 1994 R MfRT tR R 50 % TTTtRF TT WITT 1RTT t I TNI TTTTT t % WTfTrrTqOdO Rl 
TWT fRRT WIT TT# Tiff t I TITcTT R, TfR WITT 3FF ^JRT-^RT TRm TR IdTMR TF RT^TcT tR Tied TlfdflTd 
TNRTeTWT2 eIRIRT%t(f^T 1 f #NT I 


3.4. ^MR3N^WdTWtT^WIT3TTfT2T#2002 R d %fd HH l l t I WTTTTRRnFzFRi -T l RF M^d 

R7 3FT^2004^^3NRFRgT;R3 T^TH i W H WfTTlt I 

* 

« 

4- TcdRTTT, RRlzF R WlR TTJRt TT tR 2003-04 R> fdR dldd fTTTRF WJT TR RF R I dl'ld fTTRWF 

479%TdTTZTfTMTf[t I 


5.1. 

RTdTTITT I 


fwFRd 'IdHy’lI yfodl R; ai^KRiMldl RTM URdW NTITcI dMdl'ITdf RDT3df ^tRd^fNNfRTf RfdR 


5.2. 


RtMR^R TnrFTn^rf siRitit (Rdi t 


^RT;^4TR;RN'R^EFTirRTr^TT#TF iwfrrT^r 


V 


r 



[MPT III—JsT°54] 


47T Wf5f: 


6.1. /W&RR ^R^cT^ 

WSlJ^fo^Wm I3^331^^^^2004-05^^WsRTSIJJlR,^2005-06 
^IcR^IZ313^3^^2006-07^5M«l 41p4lldd +<% 3^331 WT^'^RtlfaclclHId Rm«fl sn^d^R^tt I clFRT 
lc|eK<fl 2004-05, 2005-06 3ltT ^ 2006-07 3 RWT 588% ^T 3^T R1ZT Wdl t I 


6.2. *hR SKf fR5?#3frc^Mldj SKI y^d ddft ^TTTlW dlRl<*>l h!3 R^i m< 4I t: 


sh-H ^f. 

JR SJ5?d 

+i^dl MdH SKI y^d 3 tK 

(i) 

ydlddld 3Ud, y^ueintii cll'ld cii'ld 

dT 31^14 d'll} ^3)WK ^ifsPd 1 

yqiddlq 3)i*i shicihI^ eii'icf 3fl < ^eq^i'y qi^dtqq^l 
31M7 M< Icl^ dMicI Pl^Rld ^ "^T 

3TT^Tif | | ^frTTrR%M^31eTO5Td^ 

wt 1 

(ii) 

qmi^ld 3$ <h)< 0 Mth <£l <flpHq>fcqcf SH-Tdl 

1 

^ 2004-05, 2005-06 3^T 2006-07 % IcTC ^IldWId 
m sMW: 1050 #Z., 1788 Z. 3^C 1788 

ifrZ. t 1 ^TT W7 TR %cTERZ 3TTft 

3)|t||< <oidl 3Hd«| Hli t, ^1 Mdd 3rfM<t)Rq<l 5WcTT 



«ldl5 del 1 

(iii) 

Refold ^ dH^fkl yk£d pR 1 

^TT mth ^f R^R?ici y'^jd % 1 

yRu«iRi4 y^lodgi / srjy^ft 
t, % R^Rirff f4t if #qRid zf 11 . 

(iv) 

d«f Rkni 31 k dd IT PfA W^> leR PrafRd 

^Md qdi^ 1 

4HI ^ l4l3>d e^Mi dici) q>4«rl, ^4 d1<t)K # qid ci J iil 
Witt lf#R,%#/^5l#^TclZ^:c^^ 
WT 3^T^f w 3f7 #WT 

I 1 ! 1 

(v) 

I^R UIHR ld'U|U|) (i) t^5 ^3R 

cF5f <icrl^a T cM ^iscii 

■N* X r^ Crv N- V ft r\ 

WR (i)^r?dT^ll ^jfRTt 1 


*JsT q> Hk H^iKrT WU y <J5l 


(vi) 

^41 mtih Rm ^Pltdl % q<HH ^ Pi^Rd 9ldf 3j)< 
fnd^d) <^T ^p(A ^ Tff^fFr % 

W3?37t^|^ill J|4l«¥^^flcir3^T 
^TfH^ydddldl'dTFTRt 1 

q>i6eii <$\< <^H) ^T u^ri 1 

( vii) 

SSmSSSSiSmB 

dq 25 % 3)-d , fd 5q>l^ TO “^it. ZZ ^11 3dl<6l 'll 4 !’ 1 

t#^w% 1 ^raiRdft^'n#t i 


6.3. <t>Mtd) SKI y-k^d 3d<) *Tt3^T'q? 3<sll 4 I<1I *11% Jlkjd %JI# ^Hl It I 

d<ykK, t 3 ff^+R^d m<\\^ Rfj# jr srfdfetr ^>r TRgR ^r, 331 jrtc ^r wj iw ?icf 
3ttr Rt|[Rd <M-1, “yld tjdl SUSIRtR” «pf R><|i|| jf qRq^fd <♦><•} 3)^<|i| l4>4l ( I4I *TT I 

7.1. R1 W t ^ ^cRT 3dc|l4 22 2005 # ^lldl mR 4K ^ 3H^RT ^ ^ ^ IWWlffe 

M<m?f fam 1JAII 81T, 3#% ^Tf #^4d ^ddll^TH'TfWcT^f f3JT I ^TJ^cTf^l#if Ruf-q f?RI 
*1T, =byld) 3 3^<t*T Ri<j| W «1T fi>'Jl«l yKllIdd ^ <t>i^<rll ^T q^HM ^f^3l1lRi clfiRT W^Tf ^T 

yRIlfad sWldfl +Udl # ii^ldd d<t % kR d<*> 3<K «HI ^3lfc 1R4>K dSt^RT^ttf -Aid MlNUII ^ 31^K ddt4 +|J|f / dt# 
=fr Rqiqd y^H 4><^ S 35 J kqi yiq^n ^RhIcici <m ct I 
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7.2. ! #(1d1 SKI 

tf^fURlJURt: 

(i) 'JlQ d>?(4t4?et SKdlfad <t1d 4R# 4>i?<dl # dridH #f % 3l(44i 4(, 3*f? 4>i?dl#44(eld 
44i 3?K 441 fR4T 44T I, 

(ii) w?t#^<<t>K^> itfcT(## ^3 )^k, t#ill4ci s<4h ^rTrzt^r^Rrnf / 4t#4)df 4)l1t4i444?R4># 
44 yic^fcllH ?ll(4d 4K tci^TI ddl % I 

(iii) 4*f (dKIdl 44K crill'l % $4>i^, 4?A ytrdlfdd “3TT3 d<( 34417” 44R4T ”y(d Mdl 34417” d4> 4dl 

eft# I I 

(iv) W4#Ml3lf#^,^44rc#4<f4R4ftt50%3?1^d4;4i#f^4#‘%3 UTdlfdd fen wt I 

(v) 4244)4)4, TiySdd) Mid 
4(#Rld d># «)> (dU 97dlfdd I) I 


8. w 4444 # % #(44 4 ( 441 wurtww^ 4>idfdd # f#tf 47 gq?w t i w Wit 

3# 714(44 wf 4171 7# 44 4# ^ 74714 7444 4# # 3144 % A? f# 41#t I if fd^roy font 
www.tariffauthority.org 9T 14 -j'^d<*Tt) I 


9. 


W 5W^ <t>l4dl?1 #1R 94)(dri ; g^T73ff # ddiidl ^ wf % (HHfdRsId (#lf43474) t: 

(i) ^41 W ^ 474R 47 ftTScTT 7T4)44 # 1994 # (#4 441 41 | #M) 47 (4#1R) 47414, 10 4# ^ 
3(nl7ld^ 414^444# 47) #50% <ffo4>l0 44)444#% fdut I 

(ii) 47^441 4# #t4g)l) 3f4tl7U44H (ttw)l 314141 (%7?) 4) SUdlUdvdf ^ 4# (d^dK 3TT x TfxT 

4?)33lf # I 474%4l(% : fl%^4T444%fd4# 1 ?*)W, 47441 444% 4?p4;# 

gd41%4Rtt4)t, ^41444% 43544 % 4# dSlrKl UldlTRTttR 4t #1 4lf?4 I %%2) %) 
47t% (dt$dl 417 l%ri 44 dlHI-d 7H?l)*R % +144 <J41 9 tH % 9^cd) % ddl444?) (%dl 941 41 I dtfdH 
# 4444 441 4441 4# f%rff74 %)4# # 3%7 44144-4144 134# #£ # 71414)(%4 4# % f44 33# 
71%^4##3iidi?d<hdl td%(% didldld #4141% (3713141%%) %1# dcAodld mRcJcTh 4#ff31) t I 

dhldMd WtTT4it3llT%'?riSy-4t ^41 I 

W riM ^14 fli 4it^RT 3fr7 3RFT-3Tcm dT? ^ UR# %3l4?44)dlU 4#f t, 

4lt#l4#ft I 

(iii) #f *1'4 <p)t1<1 ^c=TT UR(>R J-hrllhd 4i# 4d 4iRW fe# 10 UTf # 3f#r # ^4T W=T # 

l^4l^##M^U^RFTd‘f447#WtMd'#7W 
^T^^BlFR^Tdlt 14? «4R ?? 4) T 4 I fe W ^ 4? (IHlfuid f#fT I % ydMdld 31T4, UUleUld 
W44, ^4T UtR feR T# 44 3TcT4 45R TfST ^T 3)Rl^RT 344# ^ 3g4R t I 

#M 4T4 ^4T 4rR 4^4 # 4# RFTcf f447# 4^ 2005-06 3^T # 2006-07 ^ 1#^ 474% 44 

3#RRWT?4lf#t I ?44##%4#4i# 3T1444 3TJ4R4.95 clM4#(t ^41% 44RR RT4rT44 
3fpR4R4T: 19.39 cfR44#f3f(T 13.68 cW4#tt I ?444ifT4?41R:t4^Jc4i% 4#{R74T 
4T#441cRW^#^-^43JR4#?)4Tdt I 


#Mt3134Rcrni4Ttl4i y-Wlf4d4<sl-d<1 4#441)44^444?2 RIH44%4(44tf%3?fM#43TT4 
#4f #, ?4%4R #, TF^of 44RR RT44 431 ^RT 43# ^ #4 44#T ?f t 1 f#UR4ir4 44RR Wf # 
<1tdc1 ^4, ^)4lci) y-tdl4 31^4K #f^T 4^1d<1 4M14 VlltR <4ld)K 4>74T 4lf?U | 

(iv) #Mt31#34Tf#4i4^^4cfaR4tf (#J4T44TC#50%#^ I Wlrf^T 

##(44 4T4R A ^ ?4lt 4?fI4 4T ^4t # 14# # 8 'E# 4# 3441T % 44R ^7 4# 4ZT 3WR 4R 

I 4?, ?4 4Tf#rroT4 , RT(#[44 4I444f#t4JI^ 31^441 I ^##?41#^r4f4 4?'g4n: f4i4T 
'dl'OII, 44 4f (4)441 44R (#41414) 4f# ^ (cfT 4?^" ytrilldd 50% 4# 4#44 

#31#fl75% 44T^444?414t I I4f444R^ (R4#Mt##444J14?f441411 I ^fl4),47[c4) #344 
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d^d^r % Rik ywifad dvitad dcfdH w< % 50 % ortddo i«i*f 

d4l W< I d^dK, Vl^lfcCcT d*fHdMd$^ MRdfrfd H>dl >j|ldl t I 

(v) 4ld dftddd HdM4, dKd d<+K £l<1 dT ^f, *Md<) 20 05 d>t ?d d>T fd^l ^ ^k kdi 4tRl - 

Pt^Vl >5IRt HidT Hi dZtd Hldl % fcFk dtd' ■Wt WR, RA^IMIh) nidi ddl% % 60% % 3l1dd> dtf 
•qifek I d?*ft Pi y f<F H><« Mdi SdHidi^ dfed mWKci, dl>jUl <frldel % §d< <*>ldf /i^R^RtWT, 
ddl 4 ) t +> T id , <. /4)Mllf^) fcl*< dlkM <t>Hif / 4>^^< dddtddl^l^i 60% %3Ffdd>d% I dl4>K SKI > 4I<1 H>4I 
ddT dtfd fa<^l ^d% 4>6dl if Hi <i<dH ^5 yc*W> dVildd^i dkd, RlPldd dC^f -3dK-d<oN % «FRW, 

tTHta did' % dSJcdi $ ddld^d <*><} dft 3Fld?ddidF dSt t I 

} ^n?Ttf^cT d*dld tW ^RMt ak dZdZ dH M %> fddd %, dWT ^ H^tf % 3dpr, 

■dZtddtdf ^i Rlk Rdl^ld) y-Wlftd H>dr t 3 tR SdlR-lkZ^ *4H,|< H>4Mldl t I ddlfd'dZfa'dtd' 

^ f^d^HdFkdtdOFd, ^ifdddTZdT Rdl^ld 3f^dd fZ Udfad fafak-M wf % fd^l'iwl 
dC 3 tF 3Tddd 4><^> ^F df ^ I ^H> *K4>I<I (d^l fdfdHd dZ ^f <JdK -dtfld Rtk cfHt^T %d it^cdi if 
dkl4)-JH d^(elk fd?td^d% <fc6dl t, cfZtd q|d) ^i Icik^sf H><I*II, Mid) ^i Rlk dcRFH«i*f 
fdTRF % 50% dfad; fddfRd Rdl «||dlt I 

(vi) 3Fd3f^i ddf^Rlk JKdlRld ZP?tldd^ 3F3*d d>l)Rld <UkH ^ ItH ^TdF3Tf ^ 50% ffe H^dH W 

WMt I lO^dlZ^ddFZd^dt^dT^d^'^^fdkddd^ddTk 115%d^rkdT^dZ!Jkdldi I 
defnw 9<l 50% <^fe <fiF 3j jkRl ^RFT ^TRF^T R) u f3 cTSHT *lldl W MtIh ^RTF3Tt 

M'tdlldd ^f«S <J"aI< 4il ■alldl ^ I 

(vii) ^^ %?r 3ml 4MI ^4(R 3)tR| ^RR ddl^l % fd^VFlrtt %dif qf^Rfd 4><dT I # Mzt ^ efHJ 
^I'l did! •3' c dd< ^T^TT 4 t|H ^ddl <ddl'l W iJ^rdld fo < ll ^ I ywiRid HI«WH HClMTidl HtH ^^dl 
d 4 ll’l 3I^M HNl'Wt I MtH ^3dlitcr^> T lTR^9^T%Rlk'^^t'3^T5^Rlk'HcT^iWT^i' 
jJ^i^i ^*13 ^41^) ^d<^i31^^ d J IWl 'Jiwi dlftk I !J4*ilR<d illd^d 4>1 d^i^li'^f 'gttKl 'Jiidl ^ I 

(viii) 'dH' c^i dIFf TO ^i Hr ?^rl, drfkkT o'Jd’WT ^i 3(^K 3TMT 1 ITt I drM^dld, 'TtTR % 

cl41 «^l kd^K<?l %3TMT tpC MRdRfd <tH*) W ^Wld &>3I ^ I §<H^ d^^S 

, M'Hi4)'JH d^I H>3l ^ I *)R< c)4) <^1 §«hlld’ 'dldl dt ^*ll < j|'JM <t><.dl ^ijjldd ‘5t T TT I 

T jH> »r tr 3iidAf3<$> del H>3i %, srrmr <?idi qcRiH ^pi<i 't’l'Jii^ <o^ 

3f^kRl 3RPT c A'j|ldl % d«JlRl d? d4> drRlH 3I^l<t 50% dT TRdlfdd <|f«§3iRt tl^iltFT, 

fW^ 3^3t if dHfd % 3)^ftd l+^ll ijfldT 11 

(ix) 3ift^dTd^f%Riky4dlRld Mid Mld^, Vdd ^ &-«)' ^^fSeTT W^^fefeT^% 

# i ^l+Vfld1%^dSdRrtHi 

did t, ^ ^ # gdjHd - ^ ^ # 3tl^i Mtd ^ ^i fHk ^ abided Z# 

t I ?dRtdWddT^^%Mt^^dtddIZ^f#dWdit%^FdlHd^^lte''t^dWTifMftd 
^f%3?1«ldit,<W^dl MtH 'JfiWRidd^ ^i'kH d+W^Zftqrt I ddld 

dRT^i, t, ^d< dlkl-d 4>Hlf%d^di%60% dT3TcFI y^HdfRd Rhdl 'Idl t I 

^M^tdclIW ^dndltl^dW^I MTHifdRdd^y^Rdd dW^TT ^i d^4 %, ^ ^ ddHfl% Hfk aTddT 
iJ^ld ^i ^*13 HldMlci 3)^4) ^Rd^i'id «hi H I 

ifa Wf ^ dld^ t, ^FT WT ^ SJWlRid %d did ^ 3|RlR<+d W^i 3TFjRf ^ fdk 

15 d. dfddt.Z. d^d 4)<^ diTTJ'WldRhdl t I ddWddR^M^ddTR^fwFRd %3FJFdt 
s t IdlRlk wl+K l+dl 'Jlldl t I 

(x) ^ Uc<l4) l«M ^i dl’l ^T Pl<t>dd'H ^5ll d<t> 4)<'l d>T y^lld Hidl ^ I <^hI<?) ^i d^HW ^<.dM 

3^T 3RF dWdrFdf ^f (^i dTdR ^f) dr^di R)d ^i JcTdtd^T 3FdH <Hd< '^Rt dd>'§TT Rl<S*} ^F 

oddWT^ I S^'WlRfd Sn<WH dil % dcfdld d<.HM ^ ildRld Ridk^l % 3 f^h <J^K <mi<fi 'Jllrll ^ I 

1151 Gzjox-z 



6 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


(xi) ^ cl?3^Tgi^ ttTtT^R rR^RcITEFTl^^^ t I 3RRR# R^RtR! if W 

cTZfaRT cER# TTtcl ^ RR if t, Rfc cR # 3^ 3lft RRt ^ RR if I ^Mf-gRT 

UEdlfad Ttfvm, 3RT WRRf if WIRR % ftRfftcT RftRIRT% 3TpRR?f^R^ f | 
RRRR^R^^cf^RTcRcjRfifcT, f^RI <IHl^d3Tlft^^Tlftwl#^lllcTt3ftT^^WT 
%feIR#elF[#i1t I 5<H(tfYR^3Ii3?4*>^RWRRTtlRI^Rl^R^iRRRR^f<^3TcrT^'RTf* : R 
TR % RftRRT Rf -3 I T I 

(xii) f^ifal3Tf^f^iRRRR^RRlRif ^Mdrl RWl^Rf13?fc3FRR#?Tcf3TlT t^RR^elT 

MtH % VRH ^ ft^lfRd MI^h'I ^ 3^|< cEll^lP) fcR il'Wlldcl t I ’ffo ^RTRxR^f RRR %R3?f 
^dHI chisel RxR ^ RRxl %R13Tf % H^f RifRT "^T^vcfT, SdfdR <t>isell WI RtfRRT 3% RRf Rldf 3Tfr ftR3Rf 
3^f ^R R3T ^ fcTR dT^RrRT 3^3x1 R?f RJRT RRT t I 3RfGR RRdlfRxT RT3RR R?> fdR '?f^Ttf^T?T 
feU^iTrlTt t 3W RI^ 3^ ftR*R cIRt TIPJ #%IR ^R RiR if WrT %RR 

T§fRRRRrRRRR3^W3Rf *)3l3Tf^WT^TTRf#fTf I 

(xiii) <^M)d) ^ R*f # RRtRR 2 R^ 2002 % fRSef W % OT t I RR RifRiMUl Rif if RRfRR fR3ct RRTR % 
xH d3> 31-^illRrt H^) 'hidI d3 x13> +1^ 3(d|xiK u l NRferfrT3RT <M l3>dl 3m3IRlR ° 335 ?KR)f STrRRRRcfT R 
RT ^ I 10 ^ ^ TI-rKIN ^RK Rif ^ RRlRR R1 !J-WM elRT RIRf | l^2002^^M^ 
RRlR^f^RIRWRRfSR^ RRRRT, IR^^RRRR^RififR^R^ JJWM R# iRRTRT IW 
RRRR^RERREfRTR#3TRJT, f^ Fll^ ^ 3TJRT ^ ^ ^ % TTRT ^ Rf RRRT I ^RT 
^ ^ ^ 3RRtfcT RRflRR Ri RIRf W if # RRRf I 

(xiv) ^R RxR % fdR 3TRR RXRIR RJRR RRR 3IM$i|4> R# rrrt t^T | | ^r t^TT if Tf¥pf TRRf 

TW ^flZt % ^RR ^1 ^ 3RRT 31^171 ^Xf if '^Tf&TfcTcT t I ?^I% <tiisc1l TrR ^ oymt+> 

^rtteir / ^f#?R%fcR3TR1 oqmch y^iic) 2005 xW ^?I '<R' ^ I 
i’ll i^h ^ ^ihIRti ^Nmr, 

<aT ^ ^l" '3T5rf%T R-IY ?[ I i^IT TFR fclY 3FTcft ^nfjilT TR, T?r 
3fl<t>cn ^%lNR^isc1l W^^TRT^3Tn#¥l%T/¥#R^^IWf^rTt|RrT51TXRT I 

(xvi) yili|<ti<u| SKI df^inlRcl ^ vi^IdH ^r!< ^(i|f 3^T^Z / 4>d1d) W UlliRMui ^ ^iRld TtfcT^ 3I^M 

'jRlHl W^t#TT I c||fu|f^cFR^^3Tl^xr^^3lxiilET Wf clt 

^T^cRT ^I+dlt I 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 31st March, 2005 

No. TAMP/64/2004-KPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 and 49 approved of the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Pons hereby approves the proposal received from the 
Kandla Port Trust (KPT) for revision of Scale of Rates (SOR) for Tuna Port as in the Order appended hereto. 
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Tariff Authority for Major Ports 

Case No. TAMP/64/2004 - KPT 


Kandla Port Trust (KPT) 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 15th day March 2005) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Kandla Port Trust (KPT) for 
revision of Scale of Rates (SOR) of Tuna Port. 

2 . 1 . The Scale of Rates of Kandla Port Trust was last revised in April 2002 and it 

did not include revision of rates for Tuna Port. 


2.2. When KPT sent a proposal in its letter dated 13 December 2004 ranging from 

amendment of some conditionalities in the SOR to revision of rates at Tuna port, the KPT was 
advised to file a separate proposal for comprehensive review/ revision recognising that the 
existing SOR of the KPT is already due for review. 


3 . 1 . In this backdrop, the KPT has filed a separate proposal for upward revision of 

the rates for Tuna Port. It has requested this Authority to consider its proposal for revision of 
rates for Tuna port without linking it to the general revision of KPT’s Scale of Rates, as it would 
take some time for the port to finalise the proposal for comprehensive review / revision. 


3 . 2 . The KPT has made the following main points in its proposal: 

(i) . The Tuna Port is a part and parcel of the Kandla Port and the rates for Tuna 

Port are historically separate from Kandla Port. 

(ii) . The rates prescribed for Tuna Port are always lower in comparison to the rates 

prescribed for Kandla Port due to lower investment and less utilisation of the 
available land/ facilities at Tuna Port. 


(iii) . The rates of Tuna were last revised in the year 1994. Since the traffic at Tuna 

is very meager (1200 MT) compared to the traffic handled at Kandla port, it 
was not considered fit to revise the rates of Tuna port at the time of last 
general revision. 

(iv) . There is considerable increase in the operating cost of Tuna Port in last ten 

years in wages, repairs and maintenance, etc., and hence a need is felt to 
revise the rates of Tuna Port. 


3 3 The KPT has proposed an increase of 50% in the rates fixed in 1994. It has 

stated that the financial implication on account of the proposed increase is not substantial. In 
fact, the additional revenue to accrue if the proposal is approved in toto will be around Rs .2 
lakhs per annum. 

3 4 The KPT has sought approval of its proposal with retrospective effect from 2 

May 2002. The proposal has been approved by the Board of Trustees of the KPT in its 
meeting held on 7 August 2004. 

4 The KPT subsequently on our request has furnished the cost statements for 
the year 2003-04. The cost statement shows a deficit of 479%. 

5 1 . In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal 

received from the KPT was forwarded to the concerned user organisations seeking their 
comments. . 


* 


V 


* 
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5 2 . The comments received from the concerned user organisations were 

forwarded to KPT as feed back information. We have not received any response from the KPT 
so far in this regard. 


5 . 1 . Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the KPT was requested to 

furnish additional information/ clarifications on the various points. The KPT has responded to 
our queries and has also furnished revised cost statement for Tuna Port, incorporating Revised 
Estimates for 2004-05, Budget Estimates for 2005-06 and Projections for 2006-07. The cost 
statement reflects an average deficit of around 588% for the years 2004-05, 2005-06 and 2006- 
07. 


0 2 . A summary of the queries raised by us and the replies furnished by the KPT is 

tabulated below: 


SI.No. 

Queries raised 

Replies furnished by Kandla Port 

(i) 

To indicate the basis of estimating 
the operating income, operating 
costs, interest cost and depreciation. 

Operating income, operating cost and 
depreciation is considered as per actuals, 
and interest cost is calculated on capital 
employed. A separate Budget Centre is 
maintained for Tuna Port. 

(ii). 

To indicate the traffic projections 
and the designed capacity of Tuna 
Port. 

Traffic forecast is 1050 MT, 1788 MT and 
1788 MT for the years 2004-05, 2005-06 and 
2006-07 respectively. 

As no infrastructure like berths, wharf, etc., 
are available at Tuna Port, the designed 
capadtv of Tuna port cannot be furnished. 

(Hi). 

To furnish details of capital 
employed. 

The details of Capital employed at Tuna port 
are furnished. It has also been confirmed 
that the assets which are decommissioned/ 
obsolete are not included in the capital 
employed. 

(iv). 

To rationalise the unit of charges 
prescribed for berth hire and 
beaching charges. 

Only country craft are being berthed at Tuna 
having registered tonnage. Hence the unit of 
charges for the purpose of Beaching charges 
and the Berth Hire charges may be read as 
GRT. 

(v). 

The General note (1) to the SOR 
states that whenever no specific 
rates are quoted, the rates 
prescribed for corresponding items 
at Kandla will apply, whereas the list 
specifically has a rate for “Others”. 
This inconsistency in the Wharfage 
Schedule mav be reviewed. 

The General Note (1) is to be deleted. 

(vi). 

With reference to proposed 
provision about applying the terms 
and conditions prescribed in the 
SOR of the KPT for Tuna Port it was 
requested to confirm that the 
services provided at Kandla and 
Tuna Ports are comparable. 

The services provided at Kandla and at Tuna 
are not comparable. 

(vii). 

The rate and unit of charges 
proposed for other cargo not 
specified in the schedule are not 
clear and hence may be modified, if 
necessary- 

The unit charge under item 25 is *M.l. or part 
thereof. Through oversight it has been 
shown as advalorem. 


6.3. 

certain gap 


The replies furnished by KPT were examined and it was observed that there is 
the information furnished. Accordingly, KPT was requested to furnish additional 
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information on certain points like designed capacity, to prescribe specific terms and conditions 
applicable to Tuna port, to modify the levy of berth hire on “per hour basis” etc. 

7.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 22 February 2005 at the KPT 
premises. None of the users consulted in this case attended the joint hearing. As decided at 
the joint hearing, the KPT was requested to moderate the proposed increase in wharfage rates 
to the level of the prevailing rates of Kandla, wherever the proposed rates are found to be more 
than the existing rate at Kandla and to incorporate a specific provision to allow concessions to 
coastal cargo / vessels as per the recent policy announcement of the Government. 

7.2. The KPT in response has forwarded revised draft Scale of Rates. Some of the 
main modifications made by the KPT in the revised Scale of Rates are as follows: 


(i) . Wharfage charges have been moderated to the level of prevailing rates of 

Kandla wherever, earlier proposed wharfage rates were higher than the 
existing rates of Kandla. 

(ii) . Concessions to coastal cargo/coastal vessel have been incorporated in the 

revised Scale of Rates in accordance with the recent policy direction of the 
Government. 


(iii) . The unit of levy of berth hire charges has been reduced to per hour basis as 

against eight hours basis as proposed earlier. 

(iv) . Port dues has also been proposed to be revised 50% above the existing rates 

at Tuna Port. 

(v) . Definition of the terms like coasting vessel, sea going vessel and some of the 

terms and conditions applicable for Tuna Port is proposed to be included in the 
Scale of Rats. 


8. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records 

at the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by 
the concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also 
available at our website www.tariffauthority.org. 


9 . With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing 

of this case, the following position emerges: 

(i) . The last revision of Scale of Rates of Tuna Port was made in the year 1994. 

The proposal of the KPT is for upward revision of rates for Tuna Port by 50% 
after a gap of 10 years. 

(ii) . None of the users have raised any pointed objections on the proposal except 

the Kandla Port Stevedores Association (KPSA). The KPSA has argued that 
since rates for Tuna port are always lower in comparison to the tariff of Kandla 
Port, there should not be any upward revision in the tariff of Tuna Port. The 
tariff of Tuna port was not revised at the time of last general revision of rates of 
the KPT. The existing rates were fixed nearly a decade ago and they need to 
be reviewed to adjust for increase in operating cost since the volumes do not 
have undergone any significant change. If such adjustments are not made, the 
Tuna operation may have to be cross subsidised at a larger level, which is not 
desirable given the fact that Kandla and Tuna cater to different set of clientele. 

(iii) . The main reason for proposing upward revision in the rates is considerable 

increase in the operating cost of Tuna Port in the last 10 years. The cost 
statement for Tuna Port furnished by KPT Wrings out this position clearly. It is 
noteworthy that the port has certified that the operating income, operating 
' costs are as per the figures captured in separate budget center maintained for 

Tuna Port. 






The cost statement for Tuna Port furnished by the KPT reflect average revenue 
deficit of 474% for the years 2005-06 and 2006-07. The operating cost is 
estimated at Rs.19.39 lakhs and Rs.13.68 lakhs as against the income 
estimation of Rs.4.95 lakhs for each of these years. It is thus evident that even 
the operating cost is not recovered fully at the existing level of tariff. 

Additional income on account of the proposed upward revision estimated by 
the KPT is Rs.2 lakhs p.a. only which will still not be sufficient to cover the 
entire operating cost. In view of the huge operating deficit position, there is a 
case for accepting the upward revision of rates proposed by KPT. 

The KPT had proposed to increase the existing berth hire charge by 50% in its 
initial proposal. In the revised proposed SOR, the KPT on our suggestion has 
modified the unit of levy from 8 hourly basis to per hour basis. This in line with 
the general prescription made by this Authority. While carrying out this 
modification in the unit of levy, berth hire charge is proposed to be increased 
by 75% for foreign-going vessel as against 50% upward revision proposed 
earlier. The KPT has not explained any reasons for this variation. Since, the 
revision proposed for all the other items of tariff is 50% from the existing level, 
the increase in the berth hire is also allowed at the same level from the existing 
tariff. The proposed berth hire rates are modified accordingly. 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Shipping has recently issued a 
policy direction on 1 January 2005 directing this Authority that the vessels 
related charges for coastal vessels should not exceed 60% of the charges for 
foreign-going vessels. It has also decided that cargo / containers related 
charges other than thermal coal, POL including crude oil should also not 
exceed 60% of normal cargo/ container related charges for coastal container / 
cargo. The policy direction issued by the Government specifically states that 
the tariff for coastal vessel need not be adjusted for exchange rate fluctuation 
at the time of each general revision of Scale of Rates. 

The KPT in the revised Scale of Rates has proposed concessional tariff for 
coastal vessels in respect of port dues and beaching charge in line with the 
Govt, directions and hence the same is accepted. Berth hire for coastal vessel 
is, however, arrived at by updating the foreign-going rate with reference to the 
current exchange rate while allowing the concession at the stated level. Since 
the Govt, direction specifically states not to adjust the coastal vessel tariff for 
the exchange rate variation, berth hire for coastal vessel is prescribed at 50% 
above the existing berth hire for such vessels. 

Port dues is proposed to be increased by 50% in its revised Scale of Rates in 
line with the revision proposed for other tariff items. Port dues for coastal 
vessels of 10 GRT and above is proposed to be increased by 115%. In line 
with the general decision of allowing 50% increase over the existing rates, the 
increase proposed in port dues on coastal vessels is moderated. 

The KPT has proposed to levy port dues at the higher applicable rate in case a 
vessel changes its status from coastal vessel to foreign going vessel in course 
of its voyage. This proposed provision is not found to be in line with levy of 
port dues at the other major ports. The port due is a fee for entry of the vessel 
into the port and hence, must levied based on the status of the vessel at the 
time of entry into the port. The proposed provision is rnodified accordingly. 

The unit of levy for beaching charge is on NRT basis as per the existing 
arrangement. Subsequently, the port has proposed to modify the unit of levy 
from NRT to GRT basis. It has, however, not made any corresponding 
adjustment in the rates. If the unit of levy is changed, it is appropriate to make 
adjustments in the rates also. Since the KPT has not made the necessary 
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adjustment in the rate, the existing unit of levy on NRT basis is allowed to 
continue. The proposed upward revision of 50% in the existing beaching 
charges is, however, approved for the reasons explained in preceding 
paragraphs. 

The wharfage rates proposed for most of the items were found to be lower than 
the rates prevailing in Kandla Port except for a few commodities. Since KPT 
itself has conceded that historically the rates for Tuna Port are lower than the 
rates levied at Kandla, there is no justification in prescribing the rates for some 
of the cargo higher in comparison to the rates prevailing at Kandla. On our 
advice, the KPT has moderated the wharfage rates of such commodities 
wherever the rates proposed are higher than those prescribed in the KPT’s 
SOR to the level of prevailing rates in Kandla Port. Separate tariff for coastal 
cargo has also been prescribed at 60% the tariff of other normal cargo in 
compliance with recent direction from the Government in this regard. 

The KPT is advised to rationalise the wharfage schedule with reference to the 
cargo actually handled at Tuna port at the time of formulating its next proposal 
for review of rates. 

It has proposed to charge Rs.15/- per M.T. for supply of port labour, in case of 
break bulk cargo in addition to the proposed wharfage rate at Tuna Port. This 
provision is in line with the provision prescribed in the existing Scale of Rates 
of the KPT and hence, is accepted. 

The KPT has proposed to round off the grand total of each bill to the nearest of 
Rs.10/-. The existing Scale of Rates of KPT and also some of the other major 
ports provide for rounding off the grand total of each bill to the next higher 
rupee. The proposed provision is, therefore, modified in line with the 
prescription prevailing in the existing Scale of Rates of the KPT. 

The KPT has defined the term coasting vessel with reference to levy of port 
dues. The term used at all the other major ports is coastal vessel and not 
coasting vessel. Definition of the term proposed by the KPT is not found to be 
in line with the definition prescribed uniformly at the other major ports. The 
SOR of KPT already contains definitions of the terms coastal vessels, foreign 
going vessels, etc., and the same will be applicable for Tuna Port also. It is, 
therefore, not found necessary to define these terms either separately or 
differently for Tuna Port. 

The services for which the rates are not included in the SOR of the Tuna port 
and all the other terms and conditions are proposed to be levied as per the 
provisions prescribed in the SOR of the Kandla port. Since the services 
provided at Tuna port are not comparable to the services offered at the Kandla 
Port, it is not found appropriate to apply all the terms and conditions of Kandla 
Port for Tuna Port. The proposed provision is, therefore, amended to state that 
other terms and conditions prescribed in the KPT shall apply provided the 
services offered/facilities provided at Tuna Port are at par with those at the 
Kandla Port. 

The KPT has sought retrospective revision of rates with effect from 2 May 
2002. This Authority does not approve retrospective revision of rates unless 
extraordinary circumstances emerge warranting any exceptional treatment. 
The KPT has come up with a proposal for revision of rates after a gap of 10 
years. Even at the time of last general revision of SOR of the KPT in the year 
2002, it had not proposed revision of rates for Tuna Port. That the port did not 
come up with a proposal in time cannot.be a valid reason for allowing 
retrospective revision. That being so, the revised rates approved for Tuna port 
will have prospective effect. 




(xiv) . It is not found necessary to maintain a separate Scale of Rates for Tuna Port. 

The schedule of charges leviable at Tuna port is included as a separate 
chapter in the Scale of Rates of KPT itself. This will also enable this Authority 
to review the tariff for Tuna port along with comprehensive review of rates for 
Kandla port. 

(xv) . Since general review of the Scale of Rates of the KPT is already overdue, the 

port is advised to file its comprehensive proposal for review/revision of rates by 
June 2005. 

The validity of the rates approved for Tuna port will remain for a period of two 
years in line the tariff validity cycle prescribed by this Authority in other cases. 
The next review of rates for Tuna Port will be considered along with next 
review/ revision of Scale of Rates of the Kandla port to assess the financial 
position of the port as a whole. 

(xvi) . The rates approved by this Authority will be at ceiling level and the 

rebate/discount will be at floor level in line with the stated policy of this 
Authority. The KPT will have flexibility to charge at lower rate, if it so desires 
based on the commercial judgement of the Port. 

10 .1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 
application of mind, this Authority approves the rates for Tuna Port as attached as Annex-1 
which are inserted as Chapter V in the existing Scale of Rates of the KPT. 

10 .2. The revised rates and conditionalities relating to the vessels related charges 
will come into affect after expiry of 30 days from the date of notification of this Order in the 
Gazette of India. 

10 . 3 . The Scale of Rates and conditionalities relating to cargo related charges and 
other miscellaneous charges will become effective after expiry of 15 days from the date of 
notification of this Order in the Gazette of India. 


A. L. BONGIR WAR, Chairman 
[ADVT. III/IV/143/05-Exty.] 
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ANNEX -1 


To be inserted in the existing Scale of Rates of the Kandla Port Trust 

CHAPTER - V 
RATES FOR TUNA PORT 


SCHEDULE I - PORT DUES 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

Rate per GRT or part thereof 

Frequency 
of levy 

Foreign going 
vessel (in US$) 

Coastal Vessel 
(in Rs.) 

1 . 

Vessels of 10 GRT & upwards (except 
fishing boats) 

0.075 

1.05 

\ 

Payable on 
^ each entry 

2 

Sailing vessels of 10 GRT & upwards 
(except fishing boats) 

0.045 

0.90 


Notes: 


(i) Port Dues will be charged based on the status of the vessel at the time of its entry into the 
port limits. 


SCHEDULE II - BERTH HIRE CHARGES 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

Rate per GRT per hour or part thereof 

Foreign going 
vessel (in US $) 

Coastal Vessel 
(in Rs.) 

1 . 

Vessel upto 10 GRT 

Free 

Free 

2. 

Vessels above 10 GRT 

0.0019 

0.03 


SCHEDULE III - BEACHING CHARGES 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

Rate per NRT per month or part thereof 

Foreign going 
vessel (in US $) 

Coastal Vessel 
(in Rs.) 

1. 

Beaching charges 

0.015 

0.30 
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SCHEDULE IV - WHARFAGE CHARGES 


Sr. No. 

Particulars of commodity 

Unit 

Other than 
Coastal 
Cargo 
(in Rs.) 

Coastal 
Cargo 
(in Rs.) 

A 

LIQU 

D CARGO 





1 

POL products in bulk other than crude oil 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

15.00 

9.00 


2 

Other liquid cargo including bunkers 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

15.00 

9.00 

B 

I DRY CARGO 





3 

Fertilizer and raw material including sulphur 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

15.00 

9.00 


4 

Food grains, cereals, pulses & oil seeds 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

7.50 

4.50 


5 

Cement & clinker 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

12.00 

7.20 


6 

Ores & minerals in all forms 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

11.25 

6.75 


7 

Granites and marbles 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

15.00 

9.00 


8 

Metals (Ferrous/ nonferrous & metals scrap including 
pipes, plates, pig iron, coil sheets and cokes) 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

15.00 

9.00 


9 

Animals including chicken, sheep and goats 

each 

5.00 

3.00 


10 

Animals (other than above) 

each 

12.00 

7.20 


11 

Animal product, bone meal, hides and stems 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

7.50 

4.50 


12 

Oil cakes fodder 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

7.50 

4.50 


13 

Waste paper and newsprint 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

13.50 

8.10 


14 

Construction material and sand 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

11.25 

6.75 


15 

Coal and Coke (including firewood) 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

12.00 

7.20 


16 

Wood timber and bamboo 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

10.50 

6.30 


17 

Jute and Jute products and coir products 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

10.50 

6.30 


18 

Cotton including cotton waste 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

9.00 

5.40 


19 

Salt 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

2.50 

1.50 


20 

Sugar 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

7.50 

4.50 


21 

Asbestos 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

9.00 

5.40 


22 

Synthetic resin and wood pulp 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

15.00 

9.00 


23 

Arms, ammunition, explosive and defence stores 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

18.00 

10.80 


24 

Dry chemicals including soda ash, HDPE etc. 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

10.50 

6.30 


25 

> 

Other unspecified goods 

M.T. or part 
thereof 

15.00 

9.00 
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Notes 

(i) Break bulk cargo shall be charged Rs. 15/- per MT for supply of port labour In addition to the 
above rates. 

(ii) Wharfage charges shall be levied on the goods actually exported. 

(iii) Before classifying any cargo under ‘unspecified category’ in the wharfage /on-board and 
wharfage schedule, the relevant Customs classification shall be referred to find out whether 
the cargo can be classified under any of the specific categories mentioned in those 
schedules. 


SCHEDULE V - RENTAL FEES 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars 

Rate per 10 sq. mtr. or part thereof per 
month or part thereof (in Rs.) 

1 . 

For open space 

7.50 

2. 

For covered space 

48.00 

3. 

Storage of timber on bard 

Rate per 10 sq. mtr. or part thereof per 
day or part thereof (in Rs.) 

1.50 


SCHEDULE VI - TROLLEY HIRE CHARGES 


Sr. 

No. 

Particulars of commodity 

Rate per day or part thereof 
(in Rs.) 

1 . 

Trolley hire charges 

15.00 


General Notes 

(i) . Whenever no specific rate is available, the rate prescribed for the corresponding items at 

Kandla will apply provided the relevant services offered/facilities provided at Tuna Port are at 
par with those at Kandla Port. 

(ii) . The terms and conditions of rendering the services at Tuna will be same as prescribed for 

corresponding services at Kandla provided for comparable services offered/facilities 
provided. 

(iii) . The aggregate amount of bill shall be rounded off to the next higher rupee. 

' j 
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